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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

The use of the trademark JAVA has been noted in this application. It should be 
capitalized wherever it appears and be accompanied by the generic terminology. 
5 Although the use of trademarks is permissible in patent applications, the 

proprietary nature of the marks should be respected and every effort made to prevent 
their use in any manner which might adversely affect their validity as trademarks. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

10 The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
1 5 indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 17 uses the word "applet" in the claim language. Applicant uses the term 
"applet" as defined by the JAVA programming language, see the Specification, page 5, 
lines 23-26. Although the term "applet" is itself not necessarily a trademark, JAVA is a 
20 trademark; and since an applet is completely derived from the JAVA programming 
language, it stands to reason that if JAVA were to change (or become obsolete) so 
would the "applet" by definition. Therefore, the term "applet" renders the claim vague 
and indefinite because the scope and meaning of the term "applet" is defined in terms of 



Application/Control Number: 09/678,013 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2661 

a trademark, i.e. the JAVA programming language. See MPEP 21703.05(u) for 35 
U.S.C. 112 second paragraph rejections using trademarks. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

10 Claims 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 

directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 17-20 all disclose a process within a 
computer executed by a computer program. As understood at this time, claims 17-20 
merely transform or manipulate data within a computer, specifically displaying, 
searching, or changing data within a telecommunications switch list. The MPEP 

15 21 06. IV. B.2(b) states that a statutory computer process claim "taken as a whole" must 
have some "practical application" outside the "transformation of signals or data inside a 
computer" to be considered statutory. Since claims 1 7-20 are only manipulating data 
within a database (the switch list) and have no apparent practical application, they are 
not patentable material under 35 U.S.C. 101. 

20 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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Claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 11-14, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Leong et al. (U.S. Patent 6,269,398 B1). 

In regard to claim 1, Leong discloses "an administrator to select a... local routing 
5 switch (figure 3A, step 302 where identifying is the same as selecting); listing data 
tables from the... local routing switch (figure 13, where all the entries are different 
routing table or routing interface entries); the administrator to select one of the data 
tables (figure 13 where the square around the first entry means the administrator has 
selected that data table); retrieving information from the selected data table and for 

10 displaying the information (figure 14, where the information displayed is the data table 
chosen in the previous step); permitting the administrator to make changes to the 
retrieved information (figure 14, element 1405 permits the administrator to change the 
table); and sending changes made to the retrieved information to an interface on 
the... local routing switch so that the changes may be incorporated in the data table 

1 5 (figure 1 4, element 1 406 allows the changes to be sent or applied to the selected 
router)." However, Leong lacks "a computer program" to perform the method and "a 
voice-over-i.p." routing switch. 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to include the computer program with the method for the purpose of allowing 

20 the administrator to obtain and change information about the network that only a 
computer program can obtain and change. The motivation being that a computer 
program is the most efficient way of performing the method. 
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It also would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to include the VoIP routing switch with the method as an obvious design 
choice. The motivation being that there needs to be a router at the network level to have 
communication and the type of router is a design choice as any router performs the 
5 same generic function of routing information from one place to another. 

In regard to claim 2, Leong discloses "...the retrieved information is presented in 
a plurality of logical tables (figure 14 where the information is in a table and element 
1405 allows for changes to the table)." However, Leong lacks "the computer program as 
1 0 set forth in claim 1 ..." It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to include the computer program with the logical tables for the 
same reasons and motivation as in claim 1 . 

In regard to claim 4, Leong discloses "...the administrator may save a logical 
1 5 table from the logical tables to a file and perform changes to the file (figure 14, where 
the save button allows the administrator to save the table to a file)." However, Leong 
lacks "the computer program as set forth in claim 2..." It would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the computer program 
with the saving of the logical table for the same reasons and motivation as in claim 2. 

20 

In regard to claim 6, Leong discloses "...the administrator to search for 
information in the data table (figure 14 where the table is set up so that the administrator 
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can simply look at the organized columns and data to search for the information 
desired)." However, Leong lacks "the computer program as set forth in claim 1 , further 
including a code segment for permitting..." It would have been obvious to one with 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the computer program with the 
5 searching of the logical tables for the same reasons and motivation as in claim 1 . 

In regard to claim 1 1 , Leong discloses "a system for modifying data tables 
contained in a... local routing switch, the system comprising: 

a server computer (col. 6, lines 44-48 and col. 7, lines 6-10 where it is saying that 
10 one of these units can function as a network manager or server); and 
a user computer (col. 6, lines 44-48); 

...an administrator to select a... local routing switch from a list thereof displayed 
on the user computer (figure 3A, step 302 where identifying is the same as selecting); 
listing data tables from the... local routing switch (figure 13, where all the entries are 

1 5 different routing table or routing interface entries); the administrator to select one of the 
data tables from a list thereof displayed on the user computer (figure 13 where the 
square around the first entry means the administrator has selected that data table); 
retrieving information from the selected data table and for displaying the information on 
the user computer (figure 1 4, where the information displayed is the data table chosen 

20 in the previous step); permitting the administrator to make changes to the retrieved 
information (figure 14, element 1405 permits the administrator to change the table); 
sending changes made to the retrieved information to an interface on the... local routing 
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switch so that the changes may be incorporated in the data table (figure 14, element 
1406 allows the changes to be sent or applied to the selected router)." However, Leong 
lacks "a computer program" to perform the method and "a voice-over-i.p." routing 
switch. 

5 It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 

invention to include the computer program with the method for the purpose of allowing 
the administrator to obtain and change information about the network that only a 
computer program can obtain and change. The motivation being that a computer o 
program is the most efficient way of performing the method. 
10 It also would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 

invention to include the VoIP routing switch with the method as an obvious design 
choice. The motivation being that there needs to be a router at the network level to have 
communication and the type of router is a design choice as any router performs the 
same generic function of routing information from one place to another. 

15 

In regard to claim 12, Leong discloses "...the retrieved information is presented 
in a plurality of logical tables (figure 14 where the information is in a table and element 
1405 allows for changes to the table)." However, Leong lacks "the computer program as 
set forth in claim 1 1 ..." It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at 
20 the time of invention to include the computer program with the logical tables for the 
same reasons and motivation as in claim 1 1 . 
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In regard to claim 13, Leong discloses "...the administrator may make changes 
directly to one of the plurality of logical tables (figure 14 where the information is in a 
table and element 1405 allows for changes to the table)." However, Leong lacks "the 
voice over-i.p. routing switch. It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the 
5 art at the time of invention to include the switch with the modifying of logical tables for 
the same reasons and motivation as in claim 1 1 . 



In regard to claim 14, Leong discloses "...the administrator may save a logical 
table to a file and perform changes to the file (figure 14, where the save button allows 
10 the administrator to save the table to a file)." However, Leong lacks "the computer 

program as set forth in claim 1 1 ..." It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of invention to include the computer program with the saving of the 
logical table for the same reasons and motivation as in claim 1 1 . 

15 In regard to claim 16, Leong discloses "...the administrator to search for 

information in the data table (figure 14 where the table is set up so that the administrator 
can simply look at the organized columns and data to search for the information 
desired)." However, Leong lacks "the computer program as set forth in claim 1 1 , further 
including a code segment for permitting..." It would have been obvious to one with 

20 ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the computer program with the 
searching of the logical tables for the same reasons and motivation as in claim 1 1 . 
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Claims 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Leong et al. in view of Mathur (U.S. Patent 6,308,220 B1 ). 



In regard to claim 7, Leong discloses "a method for modifying data tables 
5 contained in a... local routing switch, the method comprising the steps of: selecting 
a... local routing switch from a list thereof displayed on a computer (figure 3A, step 302 
where identifying is the same as selecting and as can be seen in figures 4-20 all 
selecting and modifying of data is done by computer display); selecting a data table 
supported by the selected... local routing switch from a list thereof presented on the 
1 0 computer (figure 1 3 where the square around the first entry means the administrator 
has selected that data table); modifying the information (figure 14, element 1405 permits 
the administrator to change the table); and sending the modifications to an interface on 
the... local routing switch using the computer so that the modifications may be 
incorporated in the data table (figure 14, element 1406 allows the changes to be sent or 
1 5 applied to the selected router)." 

However, Leong lacks "a voice-over-i.p." routing switch and "searching for 
information in the selected data table by entering search criteria in the computer". 

Firstly it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention to include the VoIP routing switch with the method as an obvious design 
20 choice. The motivation being that there needs to be a router at the network level to have 
communication and the type of router is a design choice as any router performs the 
same generic function of routing information from one place to another. 
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Mathur discloses "searching for information in the selected data table by entering 
search criteria in the computer (col. 2, lines 43-46 where it is implied that the MAC or IP 
address being searched for was entered into the search engine at some point, further 
although it does not explicitly state who or what is entering the search criteria in the 
5 computer, it is merely a matter of design choice what would do this; that is to say 
whether a received piece of data or a string entered by a user is the search criteria is 
irrelevant because the search engine will operate the same and return the same results 
in both instances, therefore it is a matter of design choice which (if not both) would be 
used)." 

10 It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 

invention to include the search engine and search for the purpose of configuring the 
router (or switch) to continue routing data (Mathur, col. 1, lines 36-40). The motivation 
for searching a routing table to find a corresponding output is so that the received data 
can then be transmitted to the next step in its transmission. 

15 

In regard to claim 8, Leong and Mathur disclose the method as set forth in claim 
7. However, Mathur lacks what Leong further discloses "the information is presented in 
a plurality of logical tables that may be modified by the administrator (figure 14 where 
the information is in a table)." It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the 
20 art at the time of invention to include the plurality of logical tables for the same reasons 
and motivation as in claim 7. 
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In regard to claim 9, Leong and Mathur disclose the method as set forth in claim 
8. However, Mathur lacks what Leong further discloses, "the administrator may make 
changes directly to one of the plurality of logical tables (figure 14 where the information 
is in a table and element 1405 allows for changes to the table)." It would have been 
5 obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the 
modifying of logical tables for the same reasons and motivation as in claim 8. 

In regard to claim 10, Leong and Mathur disclose the method as set forth in claim 
7. However, Mathur lacks what Leong further discloses, "an administrator may save a 
1 0 logical table to a file and perform changes to the file (figure 14, where the save button 
allows the administrator to save the table to a file)." It would have been obvious to one 
with ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the saving of logical tables 
for the same reasons and motivation as in claim 7. 

1 5 Response to Arguments 

The objection to claim 3 is withdrawn in light of the amended claim 3. 

Applicant's arguments filed 18 May 2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

20 Applicant argues that the rejections using Leong do not read on claims 1 , 7, and 

1 1 . Specifically that Leong does not teach the "uploading" or saving of "mass amounts 
of information to the routing tables", see Remarks, page 9, lines 16-25. Examiner 
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respectfully disagrees. As evidence for the assertion that Leong does not teach 

"uploading mass amounts of information to the routing tables", applicant points to 

Leong, col. 12, lines 27-39 and more specifically to the discussion of button 1406. 

It is believed that applicant is misreading Leong with regard to figure 14, and 

5 button 1406. As stated in Leong, col. 12, lines 34-38 

Clicking the apply button 1406 causes the network management system to have the 
router update its routing tables. The routing table window also provides a "Get Again" 
button which obtains the most recent routing table from the router. 

10 When button 1406 is pressed it is clearly stated that "the router" (not the 

management system) updates "its routing tables". Since the updates were made at the 
management system and do not take effect until authorized do to so, as per Leong, col. 
12, lines 27-34, the updated routing table information must have been uploaded to the 
router. If it weren't, how else would the router get the most up to date routing tables and 

1 5 be able to send them back to the management system upon request? 

Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, page 10, lines 17-27, filed 18 May 2004, 
with respect to the rejection(s)of claim(s) 7 under 35 U.S.C. 103 have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
20 However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
newly discovered prior art. 

Lastly, all rejections for dependent claims of independent claims 1 , 7, and 1 1 are 
maintained in view of the above arguments and new rejections. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua Kading whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
0342. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8:30AM-5PM. 
5 If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Douglas Olms can be reached on (703) 305-4703. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
1 0 published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll 

15 
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